

,UNrp^^^5^<ii^^ COMMERCE 
' Patent; Snci^Thademark Office 

^AddpessHeOMMlSSJaNER^0E^PATE^^■^^^ 

Washington, ac. 80231 ^ - 



IICATION NUMBER 



FlUNG DATE 



^'1 : : nRgTNAMEDW | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | 



EXAMINER 



ART UNIT 
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



VUj partidpants (appli^ni applicanfs represenmtive, PTO person 

(1) J^nnpn ^Ohckp (3) 



(2)_ 



Date of Interview, 



(4) 



DATE MAILED: 



Type: □ Telephonic □ Televideo Conference ^Personal (copy is given to □ applicant j^applicanfsTepresentative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: Dves SS^o If yes, brief description: 



Agreenrient ^was reached. □ was not reached. 
Glaim(s) discussed: / i ^ ; ^ ^ ^ 



Identification of prior art 



Description of the general nature of wtiat was agreed to if an agreernent^s reached, or any other comments ! . -^'^ J^^.C^*^' 



™.!i''h ' of the amendments. If available, which the exarriiner agreed would render thelclalfrte allowable 

SSdt^ vyhere no copy of the amendments which yw)uld render .thel^aim^^^^^^^^ is^vallable, a sumrrmry tftirmf mustl^^^ 

jaljt is not necessary for applicam to pixi'^'de a separate record bf the ^^^^^ 

Unless the paragraph above has bem ■checked''tS iriiiicate to'the conii-aiyr'A FORMAif Ww TO THE LAST OFFICE Acfinw ' 

fSWOTWAIVEQ AND MUST INCLypETHE.Sy.BSTANCE OFTHE,IIHTERVIEyV. (See lJlPEP^ertion 713^^^^ \ 

ISbSt^nce'of?^e?nI^eK^ 



B^miner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form:^r: n'. 
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BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



Except as'otheiyrfse Pfo>rf<led a;2^^.|te;S?.^iS^^ 

maiiB ftf mrorri In 't*! apPllMtlpn. wtiethef Of not an agreement with the examifiirwas reached at the interview. . v 'O 0 ^ . ; ™ 



>(RAN13aA.OTMBiiualU>fIPiliSt:Btfirtin^^^^^^ ofjnt rwlew.muaB M«f'of R cbrd 




7" 



(b) In every instance where reconsideration Is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the 
arld'T l3M3^yT^^ ^""^l^" be fiied by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .1 11 

|p.2^Busmp toS^ii^^cted Jn^wri business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of 

^ m^writtPn ^^^^^ k""* Trademark Office is unnecessary. The-action of the Patent and Trademark Office wilt be based exclusively 

on me writt en ^^o^^^h e Office. No 'atteqtion^wdl be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or 

to rew^^^SstTn^"^^^^^^ ^^^^^ exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself incomplete through the failure 

he or ^Ifd^l'rn i!'!^^^^^^ °' ^^T!"" "^t^^ Substance of an inten/iew of record in the application file, unless the examiner indicates 

n!t2nf K liK examlnec*&^rlsponsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies which bear directly on the question of 

^ . ■ YBmMUBW^wnmm 

h«.n HfcT^retSnT.l^J'mf 'tl^ carbon interleaf Interview Summary Fomri for each interview held after January 1 . 1978 where a matter of substance has 

been discussed dunng the mten/iew by checking the appropnate boxes and filling in the.blanks in neat handwritten fomi using a ball point pen. Discussions regardinq 
only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which interviewre1;^dfiral?o'r9isbtfrbr®ib¥;^^^ 

Examinmg Procedure, pointing out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, or resulting ih an examiner's amendment that fully ^ts forth 
the agreement are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. {£> - . ' • . . • 9 . . . . - 



The Interview Summary Form shail be given an appropriate paper number.,pl^ced in the right hand portion of the file, and, listed on^he "Contents? list^on the file 

cant-(or attorney oragent)at-thaconctusioaof4heinten/iew.Jn'the 



. ..c nucivicw ouiiiHicjfy rwuM txiaii given an appropnaie paper numoer., placed in the right ham 
wrapper. ina-personal intervlew,4he duplicate copy of the Fonn is removed antfgiven to the appUca 

case of a telephonic interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's con^spondence address either with or prior to the next official cqiprnunication. 



The Form pmvides for recordation of the following information: — > f -vi^:*?:*' e-j^Q 

- Application Numb^/ipf ;the:apf>licationi:^".::.-^^.j^ '^^ ^ y- .oqe 

-Narne of applicant - - ~ s 

-Narne of examiner 

— Date of interview 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

-Namepipa.rticipam(s)}.{aBPi^^ _ _ „ 

-An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a derrionstration cbriducte - - - - 
-An identification of the claims discussed 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed ^^^^jrlosB * ion 3f.w i. . , '?f ;os5?; ^y^^f i^j jn- 

-Ail indication whether an agreement was reached and if so. a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by attachment of a^ov 

" loritWryr^^^^^^^ 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview s' ^ /' ; - " 

- -Names of other Patent-and Trademark Office pbrsonnei-presem. - - - ' - ^L-. [ ces&KjQzlb Hb lohu noiisaiii^nsfc! 

.T^e_FomLalso c»nta^ his responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 



It IS desire^le that the examiner orajly remind the applicant of his obligation to record the substance of the interview in each case unless both aoDlicant and 
examiner-agree^hm-the^exarninerwi^ 

cMh^iHinn tll^'^^r"' 1' ■T»K?'^'K^f ^'^^f f ^^^""^ ^ « ^ ''.^"^ '"^^^*"9 the applicant that he need not suTpfementT^^ 

submitting a separatejecqrd of me substance of the interview: * ^ a * ^ : - ./ ^ ; * . s r^, ^^.^ : ^ * < ^'f'^'" Mfe rs»M' t^y 

l!r K^^^^^ ^^.f *n '"tejview Summary Fomri witi not noVpally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview unless it includes 

oris.supplemented:bv the^pp!icanlArjhe,exa^^^ all pf the apjjticaJjIis Rerns re^ 

1 ) A brief descriptTon of the nature of 'an^exhiBit'showTTofa^^^ ^""^ — ~~ ^ ~ — — 

2) anidentifjcationottheclaimsdiscuss^^^ . . 

3) .an Jde'ntification.btspec'if ic.pridr. art. discussedr. 




Ln^ti °i !!fH^"»^*5^' ^T^r^^ made to the examine'r can be undensrood i^ th^con^^^^^^^ 

emphasize and fully descnbe those arguments which hejeelswere^^^ bex^ersuasive to the examiner u«sirep 
6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discusseff; ariS^^^^^'*^ &m it> v^ooH^ om^,sq&a ^ ^ba^o^q ot fnsoiiqqB lot yissaeoan ton ai V, Kj 




Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



.vo^SfiT ^T'^.^P' "^^u l^*" ^^""^ ^* mten/iew should befcac0ft4)y.ch^kMitftrfeteT|ryneitJie.^r?Qyj3fraQ^ argumemDrjstatement^aj3ributed^to.thfi 
rr.!m^fL .T"^ the interview If there is an inaccuracy and it bears directly on the question of patentabiiity. It shoGw be^lmed^S^^^ 

^1^1^ .nH ^^'^ °'tK ^^"^"^ ^^^""'"^^ ^^"^ ^ ^"'"9 ^°rth his or her version of the st^ement attributX him Ttl^l^or^ te 

trSar^inef's ^^"^ ' ^""^^^'"9 ^'°"9 with he ^te and 
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